132 BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY . [Supplement 216

14265. Adulteration of tomato puree. U. S, v. 738 Cases of Tomato Puree.
Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture and destruction. (F.
& D, Nos. 20911, 20912. I. S. Nos. 4379-x, 4380~x 4381-x. 8. Nos. C-4986,

C—4987.)

On March 6, 1926, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and .
condemnation of 738 cases of tomato puree, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped by the
Frankton Ideal Canning Oo Frankton, Ind., in part January 25, 1926, and in
part February 2, 1926, and transported from the State of Indlana into the
State of \Ilssourl, and chalgmg adulteration in violation of the food and drugs
act. A portion of the article was labeled in part: (Can) * Frankton Ideal

Tomato Puree Packed by Frankton Ideal Canning Co. Elwood; Ind.” The ¥e- ~—~

mainder of the said article was labeled in part: (Can) *“Laclede Tomato Pulp.”
Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable
substance.
On May 10, 1926, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary bf Agrwulture

14266. Adulteration of tomato pulp and tomato puree. U, S. v, 209 Cases
of Tomato Pulp and 163 Cases of Tomato Puree. Default decree

of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F, Nos. 20812,
%(—)-84})%41 )20814 20815, 20816. I. 8. Nos. 4352-x, 4353-x, 4354-—x S. No.

On February 3, 1926, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agrlculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 209 cases of tomato pulp and 163 cases of tomato puree, re-
maining in the original unbroken packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the .-

article had been shipped by the Cates Canning Co:, Cates, Ind" on or about

November 24, 1925, and transported from the State of Indiana into the State

of Missouri, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act. o

Twenty-ewht cases of the product were labeled m part “ Copco 'Brand Puree
Tomatoes.”
Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it

consisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrld vegetable
substance.

On May 10, 1926, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture,

14267. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 150 Pounds, et
al.,, of Butter. Default decrees of condemnation, forfeiture, and
destruetion. (F. & D. Nos. 20749, 20750, 20751, 20752. 1. S. Nos. 3142—-1:,
3143-x, 3144-x, 3145-x. 8. No. C~-49035.)

On December 9, 1925, the United States attorney for the District of Mml'le-
sota, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said distriet libels praying seizure and con-
demnation of 255 pounds of butter, remaining in the original unbroken pack-
ages at Duluth, Minn,, alleging that the article had been shipped:by-the H. & F. .

Creamery Co., from Superior, Wis., in part November 28, 1925, and in part

December 1, 1925 and transported from the State of Wlsconsm into the State
of Minnesota. and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the
food and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: “ Clear Lake Brand
Creamery Butter * * * H. & F. Creamery Co. One Pound Net Superior,
WIS s

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that a
substance deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed therewith so as
to reduce or lower or injuriously affect its quality or strength and had been
substituted wholly or in part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article was offered for
sale under the distinctive name of another article.




~.7.14251-143001  SERVICE AND REGULATORY ANNOUNCEMENTS 133

On May 11, 1926, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments
of condemnation and forfeiture were entgred, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

142G8. Misbranding of cottonseed eake. TU. S. v. ’400 Sacks of Cottonseed
Cake. Decree adjudging product misbranded and ordering its
release under bond. (F. & D. No. 20809. 1I. S. Nos. 369-x, 370-x. S. No.
W-1860.)

On February 8, 1926, the United States attorney for the District of Colorado,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a lihel praylng seizure and con-
demnation of 400 sacks of cottonseed cake, remaining in the original unbroken

packages at Denver, Colo., consigned by the Quanah Cotton Oil Co., alleging

that the article had been shipped from Quanah, Tex., on or about January
18, 1926, and transported from the State of Texas 1nt0 the State of Colorado,
and charging misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. The article
was labeled in part: 439% Protein Cottonseed Cake. Manufactured by
Quanah Cotton Oil Company, Quanah, Texas Guaranteed Analysis.”
Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the

statement “439% Protein Cottonseed Cake,” borne on the label, was false and

misleading, and deceived and misled the purchaser, since the product did not
contain 43 per cent of protein.

On March 11, 1926, the Quanah Cotton Oil Co., Quanah, Tex., havmg appeared
as claimant for the property and having proved ownership thereof a decree
was entered, finding the product misbranded, and it was ordered by the court
that it be released to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the pro-
ceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum of $600, in conformlty with
section 10 of ‘the act and that the claimant be permitted to examine and
relabel the said property according to its true and correct contents.

‘W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

14269, Misbranding of cottonseed meal and cottonseed cake. t)’. S. v, 1156
Sacks of Cottonseed Cake, et al. Decree of forfeiture entered.
Products released under bond. (F. & D. Nos. 20928, 20938, 20958.

S. Nos. 434-x, 435-x, 441-Xx, 44‘7—x 443—x, 447-x, 448-x. . 8. Nos. W—-1916 L

*—1921 W-1927.)

On or about March 20, 27, and 30, 1926, respectively, the United States
attorney for the District of Colorado, acting upon reports by the Secretary of
Agriculture, filed in the District Court of the United States for -said district
libels praying seizure and condemnation of 638 sacks of cottonseed cake or meal,
remaining in the original unbroken packages in part at Walsenburg, Colo.,
and in part at Trinidad, Colo., consigned by the Quanah Cotton Oil Co.,
alleging that the articles had been shipped from Quanah, Tex., in various
consignments, namely, on or about November 26, 1925, and January 12 and
February 1, 1926, respectively, and transported from the State of Texas into
the State of Colorado, and charging misbranding in violation of the food and
drugs act. The articles were labeled, variously: “ 43¢, Protein Cottonseed
Cake Prime Quality Manufactured by Quanah Cotton Oil Company Quanah,
Texas Guaranteed Analysis: Crude Protein not less than 43.00 Per Cent”:

“ Crude Protein not less than 43.00 Per Cent”; “ 439, Protein Cottonseed . -

Meal ” (or “Cake”) “ Prime Quality.”
Misbranding of the articles was alleged in the libels for the reason that the
statements, ‘“ Protein not less than 43.00 Per Cent.” .** 43¢, DProtein,” “ 43¢,

Protein Cottonseed Cake,” and “ Guaranteed Analvqls Crude Protein not less : ~*

than 43.00 Per Cent,” as the case might be, boxne on the various labels, were
false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser, since the said
articles did not contain 43 per cent of protein.

On April 21, 1926, the Quanah Cotton Oil Co., Quanah, Tex., having appeared
as claimant for the property and having proved ownership thereof, on a finding
by the court that the products were misbranded, judgment of forfeiture was
entered, and it was ordered by the court that the said products be released
to the claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution
of bonds in the aggregate sum of $1,300, in conformity with section 10 of the
act, and that the claimant be permitted to examine and relabel them to show
the correct contents. _

W. M. JARDIXE. Secretary of Agriculture.




